218                              CORPORATE SATYAGRAHA
spirit of non-violence lacking in satyagrahis and the community
and there is a chance of demoralization.18 "A wise general does
not wait till he is actually routed; he withdraws in time in an
orderly manner from a position which he knows he would not
be able to hold."19 Gandhiji's Ahmedabad (1919), Bardoli (1921)
and Patna (1934) decisions are instances of suspension.20 By
the Patna decision civil disobedience was suspended for all
except Gandhiji. Suspension of civil disobedience is not the
suspension of satyagraha. It is merely changing the disposition
of the non-violent forces from the work of cleansing to construc-
tion. Suspension is a strategic retreat for a more intensive
preparation of the satyagrahi forces.
Non-violent direct action can be employed only for social
good and not for immoral purposes. It cannot, for instance, be
used to conquer a foreign country or establish an empire. For
these violence is the only means.
The issue justifying direct action must be some serious
grievance of the community. The grievance should so far as
18  In 1922 Gandhiji was of the opinion that civil disobedience could be
stopped only by political and not by non-political violence. In 1930, however,
he relaxed and laid down that this time civil disobedience would continue
in spite of violence, though he insisted that "Every effort imaginable and
possible should be made to restrain the forces of violence." No doubt non-
violence of the brave can neutralize any amount of violence. But with the
Congress non-violence was only a policy. After 1934 his standard again went
up and he insisted on the absence of violence as a necessary condition for
the starting and continuance of civil disobedience. Violence, however, cannot
stop individual civil disobedience as a purely  defensive  measure. T. /., I,
p. 292; T. /., Jan. 23, 1930; Feb. 27, 1930. History of the Congress, p. 645; #.,
Dec. 2, 1939, p. 361 and March 30, 1940, p. 69.
19 H., Oct. 22, 1938, p. 304.
20 The   suspension    in    1919   was    due    to violence in Nadiad and
Ahmedabad. Similarly the Bardoli suspension was due to popular violence
at Chauri Ghaura, in which Congress and Khilafat men were involved and
which had been preceded by other instances of political violence. Besides, in
1921 violence seemed to be on the increase and the discipline of the satya-
grahis was too inadequate. The Patna (1934) decision was the recognition of
the fact that the civil disobedience movement, being the non-violence of the
weak, had weakened due to the severe repression of the Government. So as
the author and initiator of satyagraha Gandhiji   advised Congressmen to
suspend civil resistance for swaraj as distinguished from specific grievances.
Civil resistance for swaraj was to be confined to Him alone and was to be
resumed by others in his lifetime only under his direction. See Conversations,
pp. 46 and 48.